REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of the 
subject application in view of the foregoing amendments and following remarks. 

Claims 1-14, 51, and 53-57 are pending in the application, with claims 1, 
51, and 57 as being independent. Applicant cancels claims 15-31, 41-44, 46-50, 
and 52 without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer of the subject matter. Applicant 
amends claims 1 and 51, and adds claims 53-57 to further clarify features of the 
claimed subject matter. The original specification and drawings support these 
claim amendments and additions at least at page 6, lines 5-18; page 8, lines 5-22; 
page 9, line 4; and in Figures 1 and 6. Thus, these amendments and additions 
introduce no new matter. 

Telephone Conversation 

Applicant appreciates the Examiner's participation in a brief telephone 
conversation of August 6, 2008. Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for his 
initiative in contacting the Applicant's attorney. 

Claim Rejections 35 U.S.C. §102 

A. Claims 1-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,969,587 ("Combas"). Applicant 
respectfully traverses this rejection. 



8 



Without conceding the propriety of the stated rejections, and only to 



advance the prosecution of this application, Applicant amends independent claim 

1, to clarify further features of the subject matter. 

Amended, independent claim 1 recites an electric apparatus 

having distinct electric terminals, comprising: 

an input power terminal of electrically 
insulating material, comprising: 

a base of electric insulating material 
having a first electric terminal base portion and 
a second electric terminal base portion spaced 
from said first electric terminal base portion; 
and 

a barrier wall of insulating material on 
said base between said first and second electric 
terminal base portions; 

wherein the electrical apparatus is in 
the form of a cabinet containing a plurality of 
electric fuse holders and the input power 
terminal is located on an external face of the 
cabinet. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Combas fails to disclose such an electric 
apparatus. 

Combas is directed to "[a]n auxiliary switch for a circuit-breaker" 
(Abstract). Combas discusses "a casing 1 1 1, on the one hand, two spaced contact 
members 112P electrically connected to respective connecting terminals 113P 
accessible from outside the casing 111 and, on the other hand, a fuse-holder 114 
which has a recess 115 adapted to accommodate a cartridge fuse 116 and is 
accessible from outside the casing 111" (column 5, lines 44-47). Figure 12 of 
Combas shows a single cartridge fuse 116. However, Combas does not disclose 
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an "electrical apparatus is in the form of a cabinet containing a plurality of 
electric fuse holders and the input power terminal is located on an external face of 
the cabinet" as recited in Applicant's amended claim 1. 

Therefore, Combas fails to disclose each and every element of claim 1. 
Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 is not anticipated by 
Combas and requests that the § 102 rejection be withdrawn. 

Dependent claims 2-14 depend directly or indirectly from claim 1, and 
thus, are allowable as depending from an allowable base claim. These claims are 
also allowable for their own recited features that, in combination with those 
recited in claim 1, are not disclosed by Combas. 

For example, dependent claim 13 recites, in part "a keyhole slot for said 
fastener T The rejection of claim 13 asserts that Combas discloses "a keyhole slot 
for said fastener in said removable terminal cover" (Office Action, page 4). 
However, the Office provides no reference to any figure or textual passage from 
Combas in support of this rejection. Applicant has reviewed the Combas 
reference and submits that Combas does not disclose any feature that could be said 
to be a keyhole slot. One example of a keyhole slot is shown in Applicant's figure 
6 as element 43. The Office has not met its burden of establishing a prima facie 
case of unpatentability of claim 13, and thus, claim 13 is allowable over Combas 
for at least this additional reason. 
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For all of the above reasons, Applicant respectfully asserts that Combas 
fails to disclose each and every element of dependent claims 2-14. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the §102 rejections. 



B. Claim 51 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being allegedly 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,426,406 ("Morris"). Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. 

Without conceding the propriety of the stated rejections, and only to 
advance the prosecution of this application, Applicant amends independent claim 
51, to clarify further features of the subject matter. 

Amended, independent claim 51 recites an electric apparatus having 

distinct electric terminals, the improvement comprising in combination: 

a barrier wall of insulating material, the 
barrier wall situated between a first and a second 
electric terminal base portion of the electric terminals 
such that the barrier wall also functions as a 
standoff 

a removable terminal cover on a top of the 
standoff, a terminal cover fastener on top of the 
standoff, and a keyhole slot for the fastener in the 
removable terminal cover, the keyhole slot configured 
to enable sliding of the removable terminal cover 
axially without removal of the fastener. 



Applicant respectfully submits that Morris fails to disclose such an electric 
apparatus. 
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Morris is directed to "[a] molded case circuit breaker unit having an 
accessory compartment within the circuit breaker cover, [that] contains a field- 
replaceable fuse within the compartment" (Abstract). Morris describes a "molded 
plastic case 11 to which a molded plastic cover 12 is attached" (Column 2, lines 
19-20). The molded plastic cover of Morris is flush against the molded plastic 
case (Fig. 1). Morris also shows circular "thru-holes 25" (Column 2, line 54 and 
Fig. 2). 

Morris does not disclose "a barrier wall of insulating material ... such that 
the barrier wall also functions as a standoff" as recited in Applicant's amended 
claim 51. The Office alleges that a standoff is anticipated by "the protrusion 
portion (on top) of the circuit breaker 12" (Office Action, page 4). However, the 
Office Action fails to point to any portion of Morris that describes the protrusion 
as either a barrier wall or a standoff. Thus, Applicant submits that the protrusion 
of Morris is neither a barrier wall nor is it a standoff that spaces one member away 
from another member. Moreover, the protrusion lacks the dual function of being 
both a barrier wall and a standoff; it is merely a protrusion. 

Furthermore, Morris does not disclose "a keyhole slot for the fastener in the 
removable terminal cover, the keyhole slot configured to enable sliding of the 
removable terminal cover axially without removal of the fastener" as also recited 
in Applicant's amended claim 51. The Office alleged that the "removable 
terminal cover (13)" of Morris is similar to the removable terminal cover of 
Applicant's claim 51 (Office Action, page 4). Even assuming for the sake of 
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argument that such similarity exists, element 13 as shown in Figure 2 of Morris 
does not have keyhole shaped slots. Neither does the disclosure in Morris of 
fastening element 13 to element 12 suggest sliding element 13 axially without 
removing the fasteners, as recited in claim 51. 

Therefore, Morris fails to disclose each and every element of claim 51. 
Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 51 is not anticipated by 
Morris and requests that the §102 rejection be withdrawn. 

New Claims 53-57 

Applicant adds dependent claims 53-56 to further clarify features of the 
claimed subject matter. Dependent claims 53-56 depend from independent claim 
51 and are allowable as depending from an allowable base claim. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests allowance of new claims 53-56. 

Applicant adds independent claim 57 to present former dependent claim 
13 in independent form. This new claim is identical to claim 13 as pending at the 
time of the last Office Action. Accordingly, if claim 57 is rejected by a grounds of 
rejection other than Combas, then finality for the next Office Action would be 
improper. 

Independent claim 57 recites, in part, "a keyhole slot for said fastener in 
said removable terminal cover." As discussed above with regards to dependent 
claim 13, Combas does not disclose any feature that could be said to be a keyhole 
slot. Accordingly, the Office has failed to present a prima facia case anticipating 
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claim 13 as presented at the time of the last Office Action and represented here as 
new claim 57. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests allowance of new 
claim 57. 

Conclusion 

All pending claims are in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration and prompt issuance of the present application. If any 
issue remains unresolved that would prevent allowance of this case, the Office is 
requested to contact the undersigned representative before issuing a subsequent 
Action . 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Lee & Hayes PLLC 

Dated: August 6. 2008 By: /Benjamin Keim/ 

Benjamin A. Keim 
Reg. No. 59,217 
(509) 324-9256 x 248 

David A. Divine 
Reg. No. 51,275 
(509) 324-9256 x 233 
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